DATE (o.u.D(^ 



O EPA£P0.OEB 

D-flDSSa Munch en 



Eumpaisches 
Patentamt 



European 
Patent Office 



Office europeen 
des brevets 



DIredorate Gonaral Z 



DiredinnGing-alea 



von Samson-Himmelstjerna, Friedrich 
SAMSON & PARTNER 
Widenmayerstrasse 5 
80538 Munchan 
ALLEMAGNE 



+43 09 2399-7903 



lllllllllllllilllllllllllllllllllllllllllilllli 



Appllcallcn Na. 

04 020 054.5-2302 


Rst. 

B3011001EPP00SV 


□ale 

01.02,2006 


Aj^llcanl 

The Bradbury Company, Inc. 



Communication pursuant to Article 96(2) EPC 

The examination of the above-idenlified application has revealed that it does noi meet the requirements 
of the European Patent Convention for the reasons enclosed herewith. If the deficiencies indicated are 
not rectified the application may be refused pursuant to Article 97(1} ERG. 

You are invited to file your obsen/alions and insofar as the deficiencies are such as to be rectlfiable, to 
correct the indicated deficiencies within a period 

of 4 months 

from the notification of this communication, this period being computed In accordance with Rules 78(2) 
and 83(2) and (4) EPC. 

One set of amendments to Ihe description, claims and drawings is to be filed within the said period on 
separate sheets (Rule 36(1) EPC). 

Failure to comply with this Invitation in due time will result in the application being deemed to be 
withdrawn (Article 95(3) EPC). 




Forclniti, M 

Primary Examiner 

lor the Examining Division 

Enclosure(s): 3 page^S reasons (Form 290B) 
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Datum Blalt AnmaldB Mr ■ 

Dale 01.02.2006 Sheet 1 Appltefon Na .: 0 4 020 054-5 

UalG FeulllB Domantie n'^ 



The examination Is being carried out on Uie following application documents: 

Description, Pages 

1-42 as origlnaliy tiled 

Claims, Numbers 

1 -37 as originaily filed 

Drawings, Slieets 

1/21-14/21 as originally filed 

15/21-21/21 received on 09.12.2004 wilti letter of 09.12.2004 



Tlie following (documents are referred to in this communication; the numbering wiil be ad- 
hered to in the rest of the procedure: 

D1 : EP-A-0 865 839 (BETR FORSCH iNST ANGEW FORSCH) 23 September 1 998 

(1998-09-23) 

D2: DE 1 01 32 1 05 A {SMS DEIVIAG AG) 8 August 2002 (2002-08-08) 



2. Claims 1 , 1 1 , 1 4, 21 and 29 have been drafted as separate independent claims. 

Under Article 84 in combination with Rule 29(2) EPC an application may contain more 
than one independent claim in a particular category only if the subject matter claimed 
falls within one or more of the exceptional situations set out in paragraphs (a), (b) or (c) 
of Rule 29(2) EPC. This is not the case in the present application however, for the 
following reason (s); 

2.1 Al! before-mentioned independent claims relate to the detection of levelling defects of 
a strip material by means of a sensor which sensor generates an electrical signal 
accordingly. 
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Hence it is possible to reformulate only one single independent claim per category. 
Further developments of ttie subject-matter of such claims as e.g. the number of 
sensors, the kind of defect detected or the step of certification etc. can be covered by 
additionai dependent claims. 

2.2 The applicant is requested to file an amended set of claims which complies with Rule 
29(2). Failure to do so, or to submit convincing arguments as to why the current set of 
claims does in fact comply with these provisions, will lead to refusal of the application 
under Article 97(1 )EPC. 

2.3 Talking this objection into account the following detailed substantiative examination has 
been carried out only for the first independent claim in each category and the claims 
depending thereon, namely claims 1 to 10 and 29 to 37. 

3. The subject-matter of claim 1 is not new in the sense of Article 54(1 ) and (2) EPC. 

3.1 Document D1 discloses: 

A method of levelling strip material (5), the method comprising: 
moving the strip material (5) past a first sensor (29} and a second sensor (30); receiving 
a first plurality of readings from the first sensor (column 5, line 6 to 11); receiving a 
second plurality of readings from the second sensor (column 5, line 6 to 1 1 ); detecting 
a levelling defect based on a difference between the first plurality of readings and the 
second plurality of readings (column 5, line 6 to 1 1); and generating an electrical signal 
to cause a leveller work-roll (7, 1 8, 1 9) adjustment in response to detecting the levelling 
defect (see figure 2 and 3). 

4. The subject-matter of claim 1 is also not new with respect to document D2 (figure 1 and 
2) (Article 54(1) and (2) EPC). 

5. The subject-matter of claim 29 is not new in the sense of Article 54(1 ) and (2) EPC. 
5.1 Document D1 discloses: 

An apparatus to level a strip material (5), the apparatus comprising: 

a leveller roller (7, 18, 19) structured to level a strip material; 

a first sensor (29) positioned to measure a levelling defect associated with the strip 

material; 

a second sensor (30) positioned to measure a levelling defect associated with the strip 
material; and 
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a controller operatively coupled to the leveller roller (7, 1 8, 19), the first sensor, and the 
second sensor, the controller to generate an electrical signal In response to detecting the 
levelling defect (column 5, line 6 to 1 1 ). 



6. The subject-matter of claim 29 is also not new with respect to document D2 (figure 1 
and 2) (Article 54(1 ) and (2) EPC). 



7. Dependent claims 2 to 10 and 30 to 37 do, with regard to documents D1 (figure 2, 3 
and 5) and D2 (figure 1 and 2), not appear to contain any additional features which, in 
combination with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements 
of the EPC with respect to novelty and inventive step, the reasons being as follows: 



8. Furthermore the following has to be taken into account: 

8.1 Documents D1 and D2 should be identified in the description and be briefly discussed 
(Rule 27(1 )(b) EPC). 

8.2 Independent claims 1 and 29 should be redrafted in the correct two part form with 
respect to document D1 (Rule 29(1)(a)(b) EPC). 

8.3 The features of the claims should be provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses to increase the intelligibility of the claims (Rule 29(7) EPC). This applies to 
both the preamble and characterising portion (see the Guidelines, C-lll, 4.11). 



